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'Some observers have rightly ccnsured-Seu. 
Henry H. Jackson for premature "scare” tactics 
,eoncerm3Tf*Supposccl indications of new Soviet mis- 
sile development.. The problem may be more seri- 
ous than mere political use of intelligence informa- 
tion. 

John Finney of the New York Times has ex- 
patiated helpfully on this view. He notes, to begin 
with, that troubles arise from the dispersion of in- 
telligence activities in various agencies, and front 
the fact that conclusions drawn from such data 
often, are based more on conjecture than on certi- 
tude. Furthermore, he writes, it is almost impossible 
to divorce analysis of intelligence information from- 
policy making; often the conclusions drawn from 
such, analysis are based as much on the outlook of 
the analyst as on objective facts in the data. 

■ It is therefore natural, argues Finney, that the 
1 Defense Department should take a more pessimistic 
view of Soviet weapons development than others— 

- the CIA., for example. Because it is primarily re- 
' sponsible for national security, the Pentagon — and, 
by extension, members of Congress inclined to the 
Pentagon’s view of defense problems— tends to. see 
such' things in the/ worst possible light. v 

This raises the sort of question. Dr. Herbert 
Scovilie Jr., formerly CIA^deputy director for re- 
search, 'alluded to in tcstSiSfffi^sfwre a Senate com- 


Psyehologists tell us that individuals lend to 
perceive those things which agree with their already 
formulated ideas, This can be expected, in govern- 
ment as well as elsewhere. There is some cause for 
optimism, however, with regard to our lawmakers. 
There is reason to accept Finney’s judgment that 
Congress is far less gullible than in the past, "when 
it was willing to assume the unproved worst about 
Soviet intentions.” 

Finney also thinks this change of attitude may 
be coming to the fore in the White House, where 
President Nixon is pursuing a defensive missiles' 
. agreement with the Russians in spite of Pentagon! 
forebodings. It seems that the people and their, 
leaders arc maturing that weaknesses inherent. 
|.in any intelligence system, are corning to be recog- 
nized and to some extent taken into account, - | 


irdltee. Suppose, he said, it should develop that con- 
struction observed in the Soviet; Union relates not 
to "an advanced generation of offensive systems” 
(as Jackson, warned in his early disclosure) but 
merely to "hardening” of sites for previously known 
missiles. Then, Scovilie observed, "we must ask our- 
selves how many times are we going to allow the 
‘weaponeers’ to come before Congress, shouting 
■ ‘missile gap’ and Technology gap,’ when in reality 
they are only creating 'another ‘credibility gap’ 
through selective disclosure of partially analyzed 
.intelligence,..” . • ■ ' ... A 7 
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/"pHE Central Intelligence Agency 
Ji seems at limes to be the only real- J 
]y intelligent agency we have. Consid- 
er the record: The C.I.A. lias done 
more for culture than the National 
Foundation on the Arts and the Hu- 
manities or the lord Inundation, pub- 
lishing highbrow journals in London, 
Berlin, Paris, and Bomba)', h bas 
subsidized student organizations that 
have formed the nucleus of the. anti- 
war movement and have contributed 
greatly to the movement’s leadership. 
While the Departments of State and 
Defense were giving moral and mili- 
tary support to the Portuguese impo- 
/ lialists in Africa, the C.I.A. was said to 
be covertly and Cjiute cflectivcly aiding 
the rebels in Angola and Mozambique. 
To be sure, in Cuba and Vietnam, "the 
C.I.A. hasn’t done too well, hut you 
can’t win them all. Anyway, it now 
seems to have surpassed itself— -at least 
in independence and .courage-— h) 
blowing the whistle, on Melvin hand 
' and his’braided alarmists in the Penta- 
gon. It has disputed publicly the official J 
view of the “missile crisis,” and while 
it would he premature to say that it has 
destroyed the government’s case, ' the 
presumption must always he that the 
government’s case is overstated to begin 

The issues here are not pai liculai ly 
complex or technical, though they are, 
rone might say, rather abstract. Much 
I depends on how one evaluates the sig- 
nificance of empty space-— in this case, 

! holes in the ground around Moscow. 
These holes have been seen and count- 
1 cd and measured by our spies on the 
ground and by our satellites in orbit. 
The big question is: Why are the) 
'.there and what are they for? Accord- 
ing to Secretary Laird, in a television 
appearance last March, the intelligence 
that had reached him confirmed “the 
fact that the Soviet Union is going for- 
ward with' construction of a large mis- 
sile system.” By April 22 nd, the con- 
finned, fact was, he said, a “sobering j 
one: the Soviet Union was “involved : 
in a new — and apparently extensile 
ICBM construction program.” In oth- 
er words, the Russians were once again 
playing dirty pool. While swcct-talk- 
iag at the SALT negotiations, they were 
digging holes for great big missiles that 
could sneak ijglu past and around our 
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sleep — or, at any- rate, those of us who 
live in Montana, North Dakota, M y- 
01111112, and Missouri. In late -April, 
prospects looked bad for the SAl.l 
talks, despite the encouraging words of 
Brezhnev, who made everything sound 
very simple when, in liilis, he said, 
“All you have to do is to muster resolve 
to try the. proposal's that interest yon by 
their taste. Translated into diplomatic 
language, this means ‘Start negotia- 
tions.’” All very well, hut how can a 
gentleman negotiate with a cad who is 
dipping bigger and bigger holes on 
Soviet soil? 

Now comes the C.I.A. to stride a 
blow for sanity and peace. Essentially, 
its argument is. that you can’t judge a 
hole by its size. It does not dispute the 
military’s finding that there are large 
new cavities in the earth in the environs 
of Moscow. Nor does it question the 
possibility that the larger holes could be 
used to house larger missiles. But it does 
point out that they could also he used 
to pour concrete in to protect the small- 
er missiles they .already have. Should 
, this he the case, then it would seem un- 
1 likely that the Soviet Union is aiming 
at what down here in the capital we c ." 11 



1 a “first-strike capability” — i.e., a sure- 
! fi re knockout punch delivered before 
it!,,, anno- lias sounded. The C.I.A. 
analysts (who, incidentally, leaked 
their misgivings and suspicions to Re- 
publicans" in -the Senate) do not pre- 
judge the case, though they do suggest 
that’if the Russians were building great 
big new missiles, they would be unlikel) 
lo°plant them in fields of smaller ones. 
In any case, the C.I.A. has once again 
challenged Conventional Wisdom. One 
is particularly taken with the statement 
of Dr. Herbert Scovillc, Jr., described 
as a “former” C.I.A. official, who said 
before the Senate Appropriations Com- 
mittee, “We must ask ourselves how 
many times we are going to allow the 
‘weaponeers’ to come 'before the Con- 
gress and the people shouting ‘missile 
gap’ when in reality they are only cie- 
nting another ‘credibility gap. 

— Richard H. Rovkre 
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’ A few weeks ago there was a to-do 
about the Russians stepping up its 
missile armaments, beefing up the size 
of their big bombs and things like 
that. Secretary JAurd and others said 
we shouldn’t sit on our laurels and 
pay no mind. 

Last week the Central Intelligence 
Agengy concluded that at l?ast two- ; 
thirds of the large new missile silo 
holes are not, after all, intended for 
new and larger missiles. They are, 
rather, intended for the old SS-11, the 
Russian equivalent of the American 
Minuteman. 

The Defense Department called the ! ^ 

CIA report “speculation” and held ' 
to its view that the big holes are for I 
the big SS-9, a bigger bomb-carrier ; 
than the Minuteman. “Republican : 
sources” who didn’t want to “offend” ' 
the administration disclosed the CIA i 
judgment. 

, The point is that nobody should ' 
spend any more missile money until | 
we, find out whose intelligence is best. 
Laird made his pitch in support of 
money;" the CIA didn’t. { 
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